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REPLY BRIEF 

j hi^ p^lj5^.,^ !■> Vpplicijit ^ !cp!v lO ihc i \anijnc5\ <)ii.^\^L^ nuilctl on Octohoi 25, 2!'|0 
1 vi!nu ci s Ansxscj iii ihc .Uiu\c-K-Ltcnccd patent ^ipphtation ! iu- Reph iin^fis being 
fiLv \Sith?n t\%o nx)iitl)^ of the mjiliitii daft* ^-i llu I xaniincj's \ns\\er Iheicfort* ihc llrpiv 
Hnei is Uiii-'K jn v.i.i.<.'it.liiii.e v\Uli WVl V ^ 120UI) I'lc Rcpl\ lUu-i lnc!ude^ ihe^o 
iik-utitkation o'ld intHKiuetnn p-t^c^, status oi (.iaini^ piyc, s>K>itni!\ oJ ic ct^tion to be K-MO\\vd 
an appeal p.^ge. tnd reph argumeni payes reNpOifsi\e to ilie \ \amincr\ '\.ns\\er 

\c> iees au r<,eded Jo tiui Rcp\\ Bfuf If the undersiL'iKd intonK\ is nKsiakeu in riu^ 
leii.iul. iiiUUuni '.\jon i-^ liCieK L'i.iiitod lo ^.h^UiJi. aU siniib enu{\ iee^ no^e'^saiy lu fdc this llep'v 
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Bncfio Deposit Account No, 

Applicant ■flies on the AppeiU Brief for exposition of the grounds for ieversal of the 
rejections, and takes this opponnnity to respond to tiie Lixaminer's Answer. Appiicmit intends 
this R.ep!>- Brief io suppieineril the Appeal Brief, mlher ihm to replace \L 
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STATUS OF C LAIMS 

Hk siatu- i>i cLutn^ in the iusuiut appliuatniu as IflicAss 
{. Lifms i 2" and 2*>-'^4 arc in-iuiijiif ju the opphc.itiou 

LiiiiiN !02 ..ind 2*^>-5-'' luve boep. iL|Cctcd 
AppliLont ijppLMis Uom tiij rejccfUMH oi clfinns 20. ^0, <it]d 



IM 004 

IJ 

GROINDS OF REJECTION TO BE R£:\'iE\\ ED ON APPEAL 

Ciamis 2<K Hi and 52-'^4 stand icieoicJ itnaof "5 I ,S ( ; jOn'.O as being 

unpatciU.ihii.- o^er Ctcniiaro ^.l ui . I s Patent Number ^. m^./o's {''(.tonnv^uV* ns U\c <Vppea! Bnci' 
anu in this R^pK Biiei) in ^A K hasip, i.! uL. \ s i\HeiU Nfimboi f',{!*-M,H5 rH/adUii"' m ihio 
Apponl Biict ijiiil Uus Reph Hi'icO 
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in 

ARGUMENT 
A. Reply to ^intentions in the F:xaminer's Answer 

Independenl ciaim 1 stands rejected as being iinpatcmabSe tjvcr ticnnaro and {^hang. The 

ciaim is set forth below with selected iimitations underlined for easy reference: 

1 . A sysiein ibr n.avigating tmd browsing electronic media, 
comprising: 

a device enabiing viewing of digitally stored tnfomnuion, tJie device being 
con figured to disjiiay tit least f>ortions of a categori/alion structure for 
SLihstantiaily ai! of a vveKsite having a plurality of nested cascading category 
levels, each category level of the plurality of nested cascading category levels 
comprising a pkiraiity of category titles of electronie media content stored on at 
least one storage device, each category title having a selectable link-token to the 
stored ctsntent for said each categoiy title, said each category title also being 
coupled to a fiestcd subcateg<>ry sirucfure of said each eai.ei/.or>' title, the nested 
subcategory siriictisre of said each category- title comprising iink-tokejis of 
category titles whe re in said each category title and the category titles in the 
different plurality of category levels are able to be brows e d iadepeadentlv of 
havitig 10 select and reirievc the stoied c(nuent tor any title ixxnw the ai least one 
stf.jrage de\ice, wberetii the cM*?aiKi.'/:?i?iw]....??in^^^^^^^ 

content of aiiv cai.e<;oi7 title in the caiet^onzation strncture i.o retrieve corvtent of 
any o ther category title in the categorization struc t u r e us in gas ingle ret rie v a 1 

In the Appeal fJrief, we focused on the fiTiknving limitations uf claim K limitations that 
are tieithcr taught tior siiggesied by the cited references: 

1 . said each calegory thle and the category titles in the differenl phtraUty of eaiegory 
leveb are able to he browsed mdependenily of having to select and retrieve the stared conteftt 
for any title, and 
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2, ihc ca!i'gor(::aikm ^inaiufX' enables a mt'r viewm^i cimic/U of any vaiesiorv iifle in the 
cali-gnfLaLhf} sirucfure fo refrieve cfniten; of any (.-{her i:aie,iy>fy fide h; ihe caiegon~M(io)i 
sirvciurc usinii a single t'e-tfieval coniniathL 

!hcsc lnDU.thons (oquuc \\u\\ \hc sssioni ..'n.jbL' U'U5c\di oj jov (paije) Srons an> 
other page thnnsgh a siiig!e retneval coniniand, withoui rcineval of any iniennediato page(,s). 
Because there is a piuraiity of nested ciisctKling eaiegon- k!ve!>;, the single command retrieval 
niusi be enabled in both directions of isavigiuiorj wiifuii !.he websiic, i.e.. going..uo or more 
levels, as well as going down one or more Sevels. Moreover, bceaust: each !c;vel. has a piuraiily 
ofitfJes or pages, ihe single eommand retrieval must be enabled from a .s-eeond level title in a 
firrif. path to anodier second level item in a second path. ("PatlV here refers to !ink(s) from a page 
on a bigber level to a page on a lower level) 

C^.>nsider a sifviple example witb a top level Intvmy page?? X and Y, sphere X contains 

links to lower level pages xl and x2, and Y contains links to k>\ver pages yl artd y2; 

X Y 
xl x2 yl y2 

In this example, 

1 1 ) X I must be reirsi \ abie by a sineje eonnnaiid from \, V x"*, > 1 aiid > 
{2 ) \2 musl be veirie%abk b\ a -^niyle command irom X. N'. \ L y K and >2, 
(i) } I nuHS be relnc\ablc b> a smgie command from X. ^ , \1, \2. and >2; 
{4) >2 must be reinexable by a ■>ingk' conitttand from X, Y, \L \2. and y 1; 
(5> X nrnst be ren~ie\ able b) a Single command from ^ , x K v2. ) i, and >2; and 
{p) \ nuis? be retue\a!^)e b> a ^utgle ^^ouvmand iVoni X, xl . x2, > k ^Ji^-d >2, 
! he i-xatnsner'^^ Answer arguc<; diai t!ic Inndanon-; m ciann 1 are "o\eistated"\ 
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"111 us, wink appliccint argues that "any stfuciure title can be accessed 
based on a single covnmand from any otlier page" il.iir^.exarm lUaf fins 

ik<ltI'I.V..J.^...s)Xv?I^l<lU-d- f ^'t' examiners position is thai while ihe cUiims recite access 
ironi "'any'' otiicr page, "ilie accessing or viewing in the ciai.ni" acinaily requires 
fnuitipie steps of . mouse inovenient to access any other struciLtre. 

!;-;x.an.-)iner's Answer, page 20, lines 5-9 (en.iphasis added), rhe l;;xannTier\s Answer {.ben 

proceeds to discuss selected examples from Applicant's specification, with the apparent goal to 

show thiU the si>igie retrieval eomirhind liiniiatioa should be read as multiple retrieval 

comnsamis. l;:.xa.nuncv~s Answer, middle of page ^t) ihrongh middle of page 2^. 

The siufile reaievai command limitation .is e.KplfciUy .recited m claim ! : ''tlie 

eategorizatioti structure enables a liser viewing content oj yny uateuory- title in the categorization 

structure to retrieve content of aay other category title in the eategorivration strnciure using a 

single retrieval eo!TnT)and.~" The l;>;anuneT\s Answer plainly argtjes that the words in claim I 

mean something other tljan what they appear to mean on their face and something other than is 

described in (he specification. The liixantiner's Answer is quite direct about this point: 

While the disclosure and the claim portrays accessing directly atry other 
title, the simple point is that the user cannot access any other strnetin'e without 
makifig several menu selections along another path and may not know or see any 
title frritn any other title. Simply looking at figure 6a-6e shows this concepi, 
Thns . . . the preserU application also does not specilieaily .shoxv viewmg content 
.trom any other category tide because not rd! of the titles are directly accessible 
from any other page Witht.Hit the user navigating via the int.Hise tc» other trees. 

F.vaminer's Answer, page 21 (emphasis iintitted). The sitnple reply to this argument is that the 

rejection being appealed is under section 103, for alleged obviousness, f he verbiage of the 

limitation in issvte is plain on its face, ApplicaTtt. did not expressly define single m the 

specification lo mean anything other than the common sense meaning oi" ibis word, the 

prosecution histon' is devoid of any attenrpt to redefine this word, and conseOjUently the word 
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niiisi \wi be construed in a brand new way that contradicts iis plain meaning and eonstviics .>//?.£>7e' 
to mean mtiiripk. 

indeed, the obove quoted language of the rejeetion appears to ad.mit thot "'llm disclosure 
iiml the ciaira portrays accessing dirceiiy any oilier tide, . , , Bxynnner's Answer page 21. This 
lliiding shoLiki have prevented assigning of a diOerent meaning to tlie iimitaiion in issue iiere. 
"fi |he words of a claim 'are generally giveii their ordinary and customary meaning,'"' I'hUHps v. 
AWH Corp.AXS P.3d 1303, 1312 (I-ed. Cir. 2005) ten bane) (internal etiatlons onntted).' 

In die Appeal Brie!' we have denKxastrated rhai Ciennaro does not disclose or snggest thai 
ironi a display of content of any title tbiC user can retrieve the content of any other title. With 
ieferenee to l-igiire 3B, .tor example, (.'.fennai-o does not teach that page 56 has a link to any otlier 
page; or tiiat page 54 has links lo pages 58 or 52. And page 52 does not have a direct link to 
page 58." 

The iiixaminer's .Answer also argues (pages 22 and 23) that the categi.irization structure of 
ciaim 1 need liot have more than two levels, "i'his is true for claim but irrelevant. Gennaro 
does no!, disclose or suggest retrieval of content ol' every page in the caiegori/aiion slrueture 
using a Single retrieval command, everi when limited to two levels, (jctinaro, f-igure 3B. 

The liiiKaminer's Answer goes on to argue that 

Gennaro teaches accessing tiie menu structures without linking to new 
pages by repositionir-g the pointer r.iver each h(.it spot, vvhich would allow the user 
to access '"any other" title in the nienus of (jenjuiro simply by nioving the cursor 

' Whether or not claim 1 meets the pequlremeots of section 1 1 2 is not: in issue m this Appeal, but we briefly 

address tins issue under ilie last subheading of the Argument seetien, 

' There are adtiitionai exampies so ti^e Appesi! Briei', pages I S and ! 6. 

Claim 2 explicitiy recites Sii: iesist ihree levels. 



U-I 004 

the boispinn and n<n until the uscj ^clocb il\c menu iifin, \hc coiitcm 
ivtJicxcd, as shouT? m stcp<^ and >>4 o! I Ji.MiTe 4, rcfcuvd fo \n tlic Una! 
aciion, See page 4, msddSe). 

1 \aniiiicr\ Aiisuci. bottom t*f n<)gt 24 \^ v\r iHidctstjnd if ihjs is jii tirguinent t^uit Gt'iinaro 

<t!l(>s\s ^icccsMut/ a .-et.oud lose! of fuciULs tu'ider ih.: ho\ \\x->\>>. I mi^c 2(i) iiom ihc nuhalK 

di^ipla\ed \seh pago 40 Ocnnaio. hiH^excr. ^a^^^ tu describe hnkuti; liom ihe soc<mk1 lo\ci (or 

any othei h>\%er icxob bruk lo the ton knol In oihej A\ords o^eTl a ^^o consider sotoh the tope 

k-\o! {\\ch page 40) arid Uk second kwl luide; ihc btit spot ui.-iiu-, tTs.rin.tro jads lo uisi.li>sc or 

suggiiM a Ccitegon/;Uion 'itnicnuv that t'iiables a U'^er \!t;\snig onneat of jn> caieyvs utie 

CiSihich must mi'iudi-- lj)c seeonii ic^eh to tetnt/\c eoiucnl ofam other i.aiCiioi} rn}!- (which mu'if 

iiicUide the top ievej) using a singie retrieval eonin-sand. f jeniiaro also laiis lo dtseioso or suggest 

enabling a user who is viewing one page of the second level (under otie of ihc hot spots) to 

retrieve an.y olher page on the same (second.) level. 

Turning next to the second reierence, according to the J^xamino's .Answer, ''the 
Examiner relied on Ciiang sinvply for the feiUure of Jiiodifying Geniiaro to display substantially 
all or a vvebsiie, ... l:-xamioer's Answer, page 25. This is a curious proposition, because the 
words ''web,'' 'Internel.," "'ww-w," and ''hiip'' are apparently absent from the ('hang relerence.'* 
Chang does not disclose a websut-. 

In the Appeal liSrief (page 16) we presented a concise argument why Chang also lails to 
remedy ('ienn.aro's lailnre to disclose enabling a user viewing content of any category title in th.e 
categorization, structure to rerrieve content of any other category tide in the categorization 



Searches for these words were perfonned eiectronicaiiy. 
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Structure using a single rcUievai conimitncl Ihe J:;xaminer's Answer viow conlenus (pages 25-26) 
ihiU diaiig does; exaoUy ihal. 

in (^liang, a word is selecied and a principa! dialog box is created. Sei'. i.'.,!;^., (?hang. coi. 6. 
iine 38 through coL 7, Line 32, Tht; pnitcipal diah.ig box eari have icons ibat indicaie ike 
avaiiability of subordinate dialog boxes, hi. A subtirdi nate diaiog hux can have other icons that 
open subordinate diah>g boxes ofix iower ievel {/!■'.. dialog boxc'ii subordinate to the subordinate 
dialog box), ajui so forth, hi' CAumgs snbordinaie dialog lx>xes appear lo be p-ansitory, 
disappearing when the pointer is moved away trt.!m the srtbordiTUAit; diidog box and all of its 
subi!rdinaie dialog boxes. Chang, col. 7, iities 2-32; hi. eol, 0, lines 34-()4; id col 52, lines 34- 
38. In other words, no two subordinate dialog boxes at the same level or in difterent. paths 
apparefitiy can be open: or viewed - at the same tinie. We do not nmititain ibat ivt accordance 
with our elaiin I a user trrust tieeessarily view two titles at the satne titne. Wc do niaintaiti that 
ihe trtinsiu.MV nature of (''hang's subordinate dialog boxes prevents a user viewing one 
subordinate box frona viewing another snbordinate box at the same level or in a dillerent path. 

ChiiXig fails to disclose or stjggest the recited categorization struettire, 

B. A New <;iroutid of Rejection Under .Section 1 i 2 Would Be Inappropriate 
Under the (Jrcumstances 

As noted abt)ve. the !vAai7iiner\s Aiiswer appears \u suggest thai a nenv groutul of 

rejection under section 1 12 should be entered. See ti<.vie i ^upm and the acconipanying text. 

While tlie Board has dtseretiotiary power to esiter a new rejecttoti. we respeetfuHy subniit that a 



This is a very brief description based oh the understandiog of the tindersigned. 
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new rejeciit.in under section I i2 wDukl be inappropriaic hcix\ .for several uisiinci reasons.'' S'irsi, 
"an appeal k jmi that ■■• an appeal I he review amhortzeci by .15 l.i.S.C". ^ I M h not a proce^.s 
whereby the examiner and fJie appHcanf invite the fFijoard [of Patent Appeals and Interferences] 
io exani.ine ihe application and resoh e patei.Uabiliiy in the lusl ii^stance."' Ex par H.' Braekcn, 54 
nSi>Q2d i HO, i M2 (BPAI m9). The Bom\\ "is iiasicaily a board of review - [it] review [s] . . . 
rejeetions made by patent examiners/^ Ex pa fie Gamhogi, 62 l;Si^Q2d 1209. \2\ 1 (BPAi 2001). 
Fhis case bas had a long atui iontjous iti.story., inekidir\g eight tejecttons and a previotis appeal. 
Snrely there was plenty of tisrie to decide on the proper grounds of rejeeiton widiotJi askitig the 
Board to do so in ll^e Hrst instance. 

Second, tbc assertion tn the Examiner's .Answer that the feature oi reincving with one 
single eonitnajui is "overstated" is baseless. I he speeillealion teaches, for e.Kampie. that "|fjb>e 
categot y structure of the presetii invention, although resides with iiie webpages , does not tieed to 
be displayed on the computer viewing screen with the rest of the page cotttem, untii specifically 
called tor,"' Speciilcation, page 17, lines 16-18 {emphasis added). rhereFore, the category 
sinictiire does not need to be downloaded or retrieved ~ it ah'eady resides with die webpages. it 
is part of the webpage con tent. 
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IV 

CONCLUSION 

! Of t!jc iotj,i;'oini.' iCasuDS aiui iho rt;asims giscu in tiic Vppe.i! Bnoi, Appiicanl-Appcilaut 
ic^p^^LUulK ^ubnutv i!i<ii a!i pondmt; oLuins arc patonUihiL ovcf ihc cnad icfeioncc> and ^^.•^l!cs^^ 

reversal of the rejections. 



K t.si ICC { Tu ! ( s Ml b t m ! t e d , 
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